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JOMETECONORGNL - RECEIVED
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 APR 2 1997,
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March 10, 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Oftice of

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the South Oldham High School PTSA in Oldham
County, Kentucky to voice our opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
‘choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

That-under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further , the FCC
should accept no rating system that-does not include content information about programs such as V(for
violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L{for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of the program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it includes parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by mdependent research to determine 1f it
meets the needs of the parents.
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Commissioner Rachelle Chong Tetaty
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M, Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20654

- Dear Commissioner Chong:

We are writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to

hold a public hearing as part of its review of the television
industry's ratings system.

The National Association for Family & Community Education and
its affiliate, Puerto Rico State Association, are grass-roots
organizations which have been actively involved in family issues
for the past 60 years. We are very concerned that the family
issue of the recently implemented television ratings system does
not address the needs of parents.

The questions generated by the current age-based television
ratings system deserve a public hearing. We urge you to hold
such a hearing soon on this issue which 1s so important to
families in America today. '

Sincerely,
bl K /%
Elba &2 7 Sra. Aida L. Vdaquez
1748 Benavente St. 207 St. GW-19
Purple Tree Urb. country Club

San Juan, P.R. 00926

Carolina, P.R. 00982
Fax: 250-8689 '
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March 19, 1997 APR 9 997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street NW, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Federai Gommunicas
mun s

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing as a member of the National PTA and president of the Crestwood Elementary PTA
in Richmond, Virginia, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.

As a mother of two young sons and as an advocate for children, I am disturbed with a rating
symbol on the TV screen that does not provide sufficient content information for me as a parent

to determine what is an appropriate TV program for my children. Iam a well-educated and well-
informed parent who takes an active role in helping my children select worthwhile television
programs to watch for education and entertainment. However, the proposed age-based ratings do
not give me enough information about the content of a program to judge it adequately in terms of -
the violence, sexual content and nudity and adult language that may be contained therein.

Therefore, I urge the FCC to reject the age-based ratings sytem proposed by the broadcast
industry as inadequate and to accept no rating system that does not include descriptive

information about a program's violence, sexual depiction and nudity and language content.

Thank you for your interest in an issue so important to children and their parents.

.

Sincerely,

Leigh Crank Perry
Richmond, Virginia

No. of Copies rec'd
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March 1997

RECEIVED
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners y
c/o Federal Communications Commission DQG(ETFILEWPYOR%GM APR 2 19
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 Federal Gommunications Gommission

Office of Secretary
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

REB: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97 - 34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Mason Elementary PTA in
Canton, Chio to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. We as parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for our children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system

without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not

believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L{for language):;

That the FCC require a V-chip brand broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely, .

No. of Gopies rec'd
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Harriet O’Donnell
2449 West Leland Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60625
773-271-6348

March 31, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am wriiing as TV Project Chairman for the Illinois PTA. My responsibilities
include talking to individual parents and PTAs throughout Illinois as they struggle to deal
with the violence, adult language, and other situations that come into their homes daily
through their television sets. Then I proceed to schedule a “Critical Viewing Skills”
workshop for their PTA, and other organizations, so that they don’t have to rely on V chips
and a new rating system that is next to useless.

Our “Critical Viewing Skills” workshops help parents make intelligent choices of
programming for their children. We do not tell parents what to watch because parents want
to make choices themselves based on information they receive from unbiased evaluators.

» 1If there is to be a rating system it should mclude content information
such as:
violence, sexual material or nudlty, and adult language. It should

also explain the intensity of each and how frequently the offensive
material may appear.

Rating systems based on age are totally inadequate. Programs are viewed by
children at various levels of their maturity and not necessarily related to their age.

Any rating board should include parents and not be dominated by members of the
television or movie industry.

Tne recently released report of a TV study by the National Cable Television
Association (NCTA) simply reinforces what parents have known for years. List a rating
of TV PG or TV 14 and young teens will be intrigued enough to watch what is probably an
inappropriate program not really designed for their level of maturity.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the new TV rating system.

%@ﬂq et X _

Harriet O’Donnell

Ilinois PTA Public Relations and TV Project Chairman
2449 West Leland Avenue
.Chicago, lllinois 60625

cc: Joan Dykstra, President National PTA No. of Copies rec'd

List ABCDE
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ngton, DC 20554
' halrmgn Hundt and Commissioners:
Cs Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 e

This letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andréwé

Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do net want the TV industry to

inteppret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
t information about the program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
k that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prommently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it fffctude parents;
and

*That any rating system g

anroved by the FCC be gyvaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of par -

Andrews Eleme



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

CKET ELLE COPY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ocean Avenue
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemen-
tation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the

TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for my children. I want to make those
choices based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pub-
licized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommu-
nications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and

ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we regquest the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently

placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program; '

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.
i

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Sincerely,

VY No. of Copies ree’ 0
mwféx 24@ e List ABCOE = - -
Middletown, NJ -
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March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC bommissioners F\\EW

¢/o Federal Communications Commission ’ M
Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 ‘
~ e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Comrr_lissioners:

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides information to parents
- - about the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.

Parents want to make those choices themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system meets the statutory requirements of

the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC

. decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
. request the following: ’

The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

e The rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, No. of Copies rec’'d O
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March 29, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N. W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: QR\G\““‘
as o

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 Doo\@

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Chesapeake School District PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I request the following:

o That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language).

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

e That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

o That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
Sincer: o

Ta
601 e Ct
Chesapeake, VA 23322-9087
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March 26, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission o
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222 W@F\\i
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Chappaqua PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti on Jan. 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that we parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for our children.

I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my children. |
want to make those choices based on information about the content of
the program. The rating system needs to contain information about sexual
content, language and/or violence, and not simply a rating based on age.

| think it is important for the rating icon to be placed on the TV screen

frequently during the course of a program , and be listed in TV guide
listings.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue that is important
to us all.

Sincerely,

EZ@,ML o, //

Elaine Nadel
41 Kitchel Road
Mt. Kisco, N.Y. 10549-4518

No. of Copies rec'd O
List ABCDE o




March 29, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N. W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Chesapeake School District PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I request the following:

e That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language).

o That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

o That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, z .

Larry®fttner
601 Blackthorne Ct
Chesapeake, VA 23322-9087

No. of Copies recrd_
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET FILE

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Bluford Communications Magnet PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following;

® That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

® That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system,

® That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents, and

® That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Aol 7 Ve

eensboro, North Carolina
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

1 am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Amber Terrace Int. PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sin

Mark SandeY President
Amber Terrace PTA
DeSoto, Texas

No. of Copies rec’d O
List ABCDE
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March 31, 1997
DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comunissioners

¢/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M. Street N.W.,"Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-656, FCC 87-34

I am writing on behalf of the Indiana PA County PTA Council and the Pennsylvania State PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the

program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);
That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, Aﬁj 0
No. of G y
Walter G. Kealey, 0. of Copies rec'd

List ABGDE
President
Indiana County PTA Cou
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997 FCC Pea, ,9 50 < /o % 9
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March 1997 b 4 O
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners QEC:-
c/o Federal Communications Commission bt i
1919 M Street N.W,, Room 222 e mve ORY ;‘
Washington, DC 20554 DOOKET #E OO

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the _f)ﬁulf_m_i}qulocal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periedicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following;

+ That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
- (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*+ That the FCC re;:{uife"a*V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents. '

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue sa important to children and families.
Sincerely, ‘
- Oyt Ly
M V\Cd 6‘0\’\0 P\d ‘ . ' No. of Capies rec'd
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% * That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997
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A e, Ay
En.. %
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners V{Q‘@

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

c¢/o Federal Communications Commission ~4 kgg

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

e Lo Horshem MA
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Mﬁcfca}, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997, The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless. -

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

% * That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
y it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and famuilies.
Sincerely,
¥ deassy w\eg‘orés 3
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

S e
March 1997 ,%S@ < 1, .
| A
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ~ i{@
¢/0 Federal Communications Commission @
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: ()R\G\NAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

P

m (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the 5[\”& d Sthoo ‘(10cal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC

should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV

{for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language); U
e ) <

* That the FCC reqdife":iV—chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

X3¢+ That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

¢ That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

+ That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so importam to children and families.
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Sincerely,




March 25,1997

Charrman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioneers

¢/o Federal Communications Commussion DOCKET s & 0CNBY QNG
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 ' - HGINAL
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55,FC(C 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the St. Croix Central Elementary PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1907, The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is approprate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fuil which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
systemn that gives parents mformahon about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA,
U1, S News and World Report, and Media Studies Clenter/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
mterpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
nforination about the program. Auy rating system without content descriptions on the soreen and
pubhcized m periodicals that carry TV scheduling 15 usefess.

The FCC, by law, 1s required to deterrmne whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

sThat under no circumstances should the FCC approve the mdustry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as (for
violenge), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and 1, (for language),

s That the FO'C require a V-clup band broad cnough that wouald allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

oThat the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a prograi.

#That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and dthat it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
S:'zerel é z 7

Irma Zwald, Secretary
Hammond, Wisconsin
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 y ORIGINAL
Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET FILE COP

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

[ am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the
pm - to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating &stem as presented by Jack

Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.1-@*) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, WW 7D7 /9 W
07 / No. of Copies rec'd 0
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March 31, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt and the

FCC Commission

Office of the Secretary DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
1919 M. Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt:

As concerned parents, we are writing this letter to voice our opinion on the
Television Rating System.

We are in apposition to the age-based rating system. We need a Descriptive
Content-Based rating system which describes for us the violent content, sexual content

and nudity, and adult language contained in programs. Level of intensity is also needed
such as "occasional", "frequent", or "widespread."

Because of the content of violence, nudity, and language on television, ours
remains off unless permission is asked and in many cases, the show has already been

viewed.. We need a TV rating system that parents can turn to to. make good decisions
with and for our children.

Sincerely,

CHff E. Willey

Isw

No. of Copies rec'd
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Ellen M. Rennels
3647 Morning View Ct. "
Ellicott City, MD. 21042

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N. W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

March 31, 1997 DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Count me as one who joins the National PTA in opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by Jack Valenti on January 17,1997.

| have two children, a 21 year old daughter and a 16 year old son. Parenting is the most difficult job.
One of the most difficult tasks was monitoring their TV and movie viewing. | decided early on that
cable TV contained too much objectionable material and | knew that | couid not be with my kids all
of the time. So, with the welfare of my kids uppermost in my mind, | decided we'd be a cable free
household. Obviously this option restricted viewing choices for adults, also. But, over the past 10
years, non-cable TV has increasingly mimicked the content of cable TV and contains a tremendous

amount of material which isn’t suitable for children. So the monitoring task for parents has become
almost impossible.

You have the opportunity to support, empower, and respect good parenting. However, the Valenti
system falls so far short as to be farcical. It is the perfect case of the fox patrolling the chicken coop.
Parents repeatedly and overwhelmingly request some system which includes content reference.

Such a system does not restrict what producers produce. It does not restrict freedom of speech or

artistic expression. A content-based rating system simply practices truth in advertising and allows
parents to make informed decisions.

The FCC should not approve the currently proposed industry rating system. Go back to the drawing
board and do it right.
1. Content information must be an integral part of any acceptable system.
2. Any approved V-chip band must be broad enough to allow reception of more than one
rating system.
3. The rating board must be independent of the industry and the FCC, and it must include
parents who are also independent of the industry and the FCC.

4 Any accepted system must be subjected to periodic independent evaluation to
determine its usefulness.

I've been active in PTA for 14 years and strongly support the tenet that parents have the primary
responsibility for education of their children. Supporting parents and the welfare of kids means we
all win. Please do your part.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment on this important issue.

Sincerely, No. of Copiesrecd
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april 1, 1997  LOCKETFLE CCPY ORIGINAL

Mr. William F. Caton

Acting Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
Room 222

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Catqn:_.

I am writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to
rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The proposal by
the National Cable Television Association, and the Motion
Picture Association of America does not protect the parental

choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the
Telecommnications Act of 1996.

While the legislation clearly states that parents should be
provided with "timely information about the nature of
upcoming video programming® in order to be empowered to
choose appropriate programming for their children, the TV
Parental Guidelines do not comply fully with the spirit or
letter of that provision. For example, the system does not
rate program content sufficiently. Parents need to know the
degree of a program's sexual, violence, and language content
to make informed decisions about what their children watch.
Additionally, the rating icon appears too briefly (15 seconds)
before the start of a program. Parents can easily miss it.
Another concern is that television 1listings are not
obligated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents

will not have a reliable source of advance ratings
information.

No. of Copies rec'd O
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Page 2.

Allowing commercials advertising television programs which
are unadvisable for children to be aired during the programs
which are suitable for children is another practice that is
not in the spirit of the Act, since this potentially exposes
children to harmful programing. Also, local stations can opt
to change or feature a rating, which infringes on a parent's
right to have a reliable and timely ratings information.
Lastly, the Oversight Monitoring Board established to review
the guidelines on a regular basis consists entirely of
representatives from the broadcast, cable, and creative
sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

I am chair of the Amnmnapolis City Council's Economic Matters
Committee, which has oversight responsibility for our local
cable station. As a child advocate I deeply care about the
rating system and hope that the FCC will take my concerns
under advisement. —

Sin/q;éi:‘ely,
o




BRUNSWICK PRESCHOOL PTA

| \ P.O. BOX 572
BRUNSWICK, OH 44212

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ?\\ﬁ
c¢/o Federal Communications Commission @0&‘
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

00"*0“\6‘»

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Brunswick Preschool PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system presented by the TV Rating Implementation Group on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents may make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their young children. We
parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for our children. We make educated
choices based on content information about particular programs. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and/or publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is worthless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask

that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

The FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (violence), S (sexual depiction/nudity) and L (language).

The rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents, especially of
young children.

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents, especially with young children.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on an issue so important to our children and families.

Sincerely,
Members of the Brunswick Preschool PTA Np. of Copies rec'd O
Brunswick, Ohio List ABCDE

Serving families with children from birth thru Kindergarten in
Brunswick and surrounding communities regardless of school affiliation



We the undersigned members of the Brunswick Preschool PTA request that the FCC review the proposed rating system and
devise one that is more descriptive, reliable and useful, especially to parents of young children.
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